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Week Ending Friday, January 7, 1983 


New Year’s Day, 1983 


Radio Address to the Nation. 
January 1, 1983 








My fellow Americans: 

I’ve always thought New Year’s Day was 
an especially American tradition, full of the 
optimism and hope we’re famous for in our 
daily lives—an energy and confidence we 
call the American spirit. 

Perhaps because we know we control our 
own destiny, we believe deep down inside 
that working together we can make each 
new year better than the old. 

Although last night was one of parties, 
today is one of resolutions. Reviewing the 
old year, we try te decide what we can do 
better in the new. Most of us are with our 
families, near the warmth of the hearth, 
watching the parades with our children and 
football with our friends. Gathered togeth- 
er, we find strength and renewal. 

But this special holiday time is tragically 
marred for too many of us. You may have 
spotted the reason on the road last night if 
you had to drive home: the drunk driver. 

Each year, approximately 25,000 lives are 
lost in alcohol-related automobile accidents. 
An additional 650,000 are seriously injured. 
The personal pain and heartache caused by 
these needless tragedies is immeasurable, 
and billions of dollars are lost in medical 
costs, wages, and through hours of missed 
work. This weekend, while millions of 
Americans are traveling on our highways 
and streets and while hundreds of millions 
more are celebrating with their loved ones, 
let’s take a few minutes to think of ways to 
protect ourselves and our families from the 
menace of the drunk and drug-influenced 
driver. 

The first step is to realize that a drunk- 
driver accident is no accident. The motorist 
who drinks too much and then drives, who 
uses drugs and then gets behind the wheel 
of a car, is a disaster waiting to happen. 
Overall, alcohol is now involved in up to 55 


percent of all fatal highway crashes and is a 
contributing factor in more than 2 million 
motor vehicle accidents each year. The 
drunk driver has turned his car into a 
weapon—a weapon that threatens the lives 
and safety of the innocent. 

Fortunately, there’s a_ brighter side. 
Today we have one of our best opportuni- 
ties in years to tackle this tragic problem. 
Public awareness has never been higher. 
Citizens groups, local officials, legislators, 
judges, police officers—people from all over 
the country are saying, “Enough is enough. 
Let’s get these killers off our roads and get 
them off now.” 

Last April, I appointed a Presidential 
Commission on Drunk Driving to explore 
the problem more fully and to work with 
State and local governments to develop ef- 
fective programs. Their interim report has 
already come in and has some useful find- 
ings. For example, we’ve found that people 
who've had too much to drink are less 
likely to drive when they know they have a 
good chance of being caught. The potential 
drunk driver who understands that prosecu- 
tion is certain and the penalty swift will be 
less likely to insist on driving home. 

For this deterrent to work, however, 
State and local law enforcement officials 
must make it clear that they mean business. 
Programs are already springing up in some 
States with good results. In areas where 
police have made drunk drivers a prime 
target, traffic deaths have begun to decline. 
For example, in Maine, alcohol-related 
crashes have dropped 41 percent since that 
State’s drunk driving program was strength- 
ened. The highway death rate there is the 
lowest since they started keeping records. 
Maryland has also intensified its program, 
and highway deaths there are at a 19-year 
low. 

Since 1980, 11 States have raised the 
legal drinking age and many other commu- 
nities, counties, and States have strength- 
ened their laws, some requiring mandatory 
jail sentences for first offenders. In New 
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York, for example, the fines and fees levied 
on those arrested are directed to local alco- 
hol programs. In many areas, citizen groups 
are assisting State and local task forces, pro- 
viding legislative support, and participating 
in court monitoring and victim assistance. 
Of course, until we change our attitudes 
and our laws, our best protection is still to 
buckle our safety belts. 

There’s much to be done if we're to rid 
ourselves of this scourge on our roads, and 
there’s a continuing need for private initia- 
tive. We must each make it our personal 
responsibility. If we band together, we can 
change the laws that will help make the 
difference. If we insist long enough and 
loudly enough, we can save lives. So | 
thought it appropriate to start the ball roll- 
ing on this, the first day of the new year. 

Today, we're taking a break from the 
concerns and the bustle of the work-a-day 
world. But we’re also making a new begin- 
ning. As we gather around our dining room 
tables for the mid-day meal, let us thank 
God for life and the blessings He’s put 
before us. High among them are our fami- 
lies, our freedom, and the opportunities of a 
new year 

Let us renew our faith that as free men 
and women we still have the power to 
better our lives, and let us resolve to face 
the challenges of the new year holding that 
conviction firmly in our hearts. That, after 
all, is our greatest strength and our greatest 
gift as Americans. 

So, till next week, thanks for listening, 
happy new year, and God bless you. 


Note: The President’s remarks were recorded 


on December 23 in the Cabinet Room at the 
White House for broadcast on January 1 


Monroe, Louisiana 


Radio Address to the People of Louisiana. 
January 2, 1983 


Thank you very much, and let me assure 
everyone out there the interruption will be 
very brief. I just want to say a good after- 
noon to the courageous people of Monroe, 


Louisiana, and the other hard-hit areas of 
this State. 

I welcome this opportunity to tell you, 
the people of Louisiana, you’re not alone. 
The entire Nation has been following your 
ordeal. I know many here have lost their 
homes and life’s possessions. But I also know 
that with every rise in the water level, the 
spirit and determination of the people of 
Louisiana have risen as well. 

The entire country has watched the vol- 
unteers who have been filling and stacking 
sandbags. You exemplify the concept of 
neighbor helping neighbor, which is the 
very basis of our way of life. 

You know, in Washington, there’s a very 
famous statue of our soldiers raising the flag 
at Iwo Jima. Well, maybe the sight of volun- 
teers keeping back the force of river waters 
by lifting sandbags would make another 
dramatic statue symbolizing America’s char- 
acter. 

I’ve just returned from visiting a flood- 
ravaged area in this part of the State, and 
what we’ve seen has given human shape to 
the statistics the Nation has been hearing 
about Louisiana: 2 dead, hundreds injured, 
nearly 10,000 homeless, thousands of dwell- 
ings damaged or destroyed. I’m told in the 
Monroe area alone, 2,000 homes have been 
damaged, 12,600 acres of farmland have 
also been damaged. 

The flood, whether in Louisiana or Missis- 
sippi or in Arkansas, remains as dangerous 
today as it was in ancient Biblical times. 

Louisiana’s public officials are doing ev- 
erything possible to lessen the disaster. I’ve 
been briefed by your Governor, Dave 
Treen, Congressman Huckaby, and Mayor 
Powell of Monroe. They’re working hard to 
ease the impact of disaster. 

And let me add that Louisiana local offi- 
cials in the parishes and towns have been 
doing a tremendous job as well. And as 
you'd expect, the National Guard and the 
Red Cross are on the scene, and the Salva- 
tion Army. 

You can take pride in the way your whole 
State is pulling together to meet this crisis. 
As in past national disasters, the entire 
Nation wants to come to your aid. Federal 
and State officials are working now to assess 
the extent of the damage. I know Governor 
Treen is framing a request that portions of 
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Louisiana be declared a disaster area. I have 
told Governor Treen that I approve that 
request. The Federal Government will pro- 
vide every bit of assistance possible and 
without delay. The Federal Emergency 
Management Agency and the Army Corps 
of Engineers are already at work. We must 
all do everything we can to help our neigh- 
bors in Louisiana rebuild their lives. 

I know the crest of the flood may not yet 
have arrived and that the situation may 
become still more difficult, but please know 
the rest of America is standing with you. 
You have our respect, our prayers, and a 
helping hand. With your courage and the 
Nation’s support, Louisiana will come 
through the flood and then you'll do what is 
in every American’s blood—rebuild with 
hope and determination. 

And may I just add that any of you who 
would like to help in this disaster, you could 
direct that help earmarked for this particu- 
lar disaster in contributions to the Red 
Cross and the Salvation Army. 

Thank you, and God bless you. 


Note: The President spoke at 3:46 p.m. on a 
regional radio hookup from a radio station 
in the flood area of Monroe, following his 
tour of the stricken area. The President 
stopped in Monroe on his way to Washing- 
ton from Palm Springs, Calif. 


President’s Commission on Strategic 
Forces 





Statement Announcing the Establishment 
and Membership of the Commission. 
January 3, 1983 





In the 1983 continuing resolution, the 
Congress expressed interest in several as- 
pects of the strategic force modernization 
program, including the basing mode for the 
next generation ICBM. The legislation re- 
quested a report addressing these concerns 
not earlier than March 1, 1983. To help in 
this congressionally directed effort, I am 
today establishing a bipartisan Commission 
on Strategic Forces. The Commission will 
review the strategic modernization pro- 
gram with particular focus on our land- 


based intercontinental ballistic missile 
system and basing alternatives for that 
system. An important part of the Commis- 
sion’s work will be to consider carefully the 
views of the Congress. 

I am pleased to announce that I have 
asked the following distinguished Ameri- 
cans to serve on the Commission, subject to 
the customary clearances for such appoint- 
ments, and they have agreed to serve. 


The Honorable Brent Scowcroft, former Assistant 
to the President for National Security Affairs, 
to serve as Chairman; 

The Honorable Thomas Reed, Special Assistant 
to the President and former Secretary of the 
Air Force, to serve as Vice Chairman; 

The Honorable Nicholas Brady, former Senator 
from New Jersey; 

The Honorable Harold Brown, former Secretary 
of Defense and Secretary of the Air Force; 

The Honorable William Clements, former Gov- 
ernor of Texas and Deputy Secretary of De- 
fense; 

Dr. John Deutch, dean of science at MIT and 
former Director of Research at the Depart- 
ment of Energy; 

The Honorable Alexander M. Haig, Jr., former 
Secretary of State and Supreme Allied Com- 
mander in Europe; 

The Honorable Richard Helms, former Director 
of Central Intelligence; 

John Lyons, vice president of the AFL-CIO and 
chairman of the defense subcommittee of its 
executive council; 

Vice Adm. Levering Smith (USN, Ret.), former 
Director of Special Projects for the Navy; 

The Honorable James Woolsey, former Under 
Secretary of the Navy. 

Dr. Marvin Atkins, Director of Offensive 
and Space Systems in the Office of the Sec- 
retary of Defense, is to serve as Executive 
Secretary of the Commission. 

I have directed the Chairman of the 
Commission to seek out the views and as- 
sistance of a wide variety of distinguished 
authorities in the strategic field and to con- 
sult closely with Members of Congress 
throughout the Commission’s deliberations. 

I cannot overemphasize the importance 
of the complex task facing the Commission 
and how much the success of this distin- 
guished group hinges on constructive coop- 
eration among the Commission, Congress, 
the Department of Defense, other agencies, 
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and outside experts. In undertaking this 
vital mission, I ask that we all keep the 
fundamental objective in view—to preserve 
an effective deterrent while moving for- 
ward with negotiations to reach equitable 
and verifiable arms reductions. 


Note: On the same day, the President met 
in the Cabinet Room at the White House 
with Brent Scowcroft and several members 
of the Commission. During the session, 


which was also attended by Secretary of 


State George P. Shultz and Secretary of De- 
fense Caspar W. Weinberger, the President 
signed the Executive order establishing the 
Commission. 


President’s Commission on Strategic 
Forces 


Executive Order 12400. January 3, 1983 


By the authority vested in me as Presi- 
dent by the Constitution and laws of the 
United States of America, and in order to 
establish, in accordance with the provisions 
of the Federal Advisory Committee Act, as 
amended (5 U.S.C. App. I), an advisory 
committee on strategic forces, it is hereby 
ordered as follows: 

Section 1. Establishment. (a) There is es- 
tablished the President’s Commission on 
Strategic Forces. The Commission shall be 
composed of no more than 15 members ap- 
pointed or designated by the President. 
These members shall have particular knowl- 
edge and expertise concerning the national 
security, strategic forces, or foreign rela- 
tions of the United States. 

(b) The President shall designate a Chair- 
man from among the members of the Com- 
mission. 

Sec. 2. Functions. (a) The Commission 
shall review the strategic modernization 
program for United States forces, with par- 
ticular reference to the intercontinental bal- 
listic missile system and basing alternatives 
for that system, and provide appropriate 
advice to the President, the National Secu- 
rity Council, and the Department of De- 
fense. 

(b) The Commission shall report to the 
President by February 18, 1983. 


Sec. 3. Administration. (a) The heads of 
Executive agencies shall, to the extent per- 
mitted by law, provide the Commission 
such information as it may require for pur- 
poses of carrying out its functions. Informa- 
tion supplied to or developed by the Com- 
mission shall not, to the extent permitted 
by law, be available for public inspection. 

(b) Members of the Commission shall 
serve without compensation for their work 
on the Commission. However, members ap- 
pointed from among private citizens of the 
United States may be allowed travel ex- 
penses, including per diem in lieu of sub- 
sistence, as authorized by law for persons 
serving intermittently in the government 
service (5 U.S.C. 5701-5707), to the extent 
funds are available therefor. 

(c) The Secretary of Defense shall provide 
the Commission with such administrative 
services, facilities, staff and other support 
services as may be necessary. Any expenses 
of the Commission shall be paid from such 
funds as may be available to the Secretary 
of Defense. 

Sec. 4. General. (a) Notwithstanding any 
other Executive Order, the functions of the 
President under the Federal Advisory Com- 
mittee Act, as amended, except that of re- 
porting to the Congress, which are applica- 
ble to the Commission, shall be performed 
by the Secretary of Defense, in accordance 
with guidelines and procedures established 
by the Administrator of General Services. 

(b) The Commission shall terminate 30 
days after its report, unless sooner ex- 
tended. 


Ronald Reagan 


The White House, 
January 3, 1983. 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Regis- 
ter, 12:04 p.m., January 4, 1983] 


Federal Labor Relations Authority 





Nomination of Barbara Jean Mahone To Be 
a Member. January 3, 1983 





The President today announced his inten- 
tion to nominate Barbara Jean Mahone to 
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be a member of the Federal Labor Rela- 
tions Authority for a term of 5 years, expir- 
ing July 29, 1987. She would succeed Leon 
B. Applewhaite. Upon confirmation, the 
President intends to designate her Chair- 
man. 

Miss Mahone has been associated with the 
General Motors Corp. since 1968. Since 
April 1982, she has been manager, industri- 
al relations, Packard Electric Division. She 
was director of personnel administration, 
Rochester Products Division, in 1978-82; 
manager, career planning, human resources 
management, in 1974-77; staff assistant, 
employee benefits section, in 1973-74; and 
computer programmer/systems analyst, in 
1968-71. She was a full-time student at the 
University of Michigan in 1971-73. 

Miss Mahone graduated from Ohio State 
University (B.S., 1968); University of Michi- 
gan, Ann Arbor (M.B.A., 1972); and Harvard 
Business School (P.M.D., 1981). She is the 
recipient of the 1976 Public Relations 
Award from the National Association of 
Negro Business and Professional Women, 
Inc., and the National Alliance of Business- 
men Youth Motivation Task Force Award. 
She is listed among Outstanding Black 
Women in 1975. She was born April 19, 
1946, in Nostagula, Ala., and currently re- 
sides in South Russell, Ohio. 


Bicentennial of Air and Space Flight 





Proclamation 5009. January 3, 1983 





By the President of the United States 
of America 


A Proclamation 


On November 21, 1783, a French bal- 
loonist named Etienne de Montgolfier 
made the first manned flight in history 
when he soared aloft in a hot air balloon at 
LaMuette, France. The balloon sailed over 
Paris for 25 minutes and traveled five and 
one-haif miles. 


This epochal flight fulfilled mankind’s 
desire, as old as the myth of Icarus, to 
become airborne. But it was also something 
more than the fulfillment of a dream. Mont- 
golfier’s achievement was a concrete dem- 
onstration of the power of technological 
know-how when coupled with the yearn- 
ings of the human spirit. For the first time, 
man had freed not only his imagination but 
his physical self from the forces of gravity. 
With every advance, our imagination and 
knowledge have leaped forward—from 
Montgolfier to the Wright brothers, through 
the moon walks and the space shuttle. 

In the 200 years since that first flight, 
man’s quest to understand the unknown has 
resulted in our ability to fly higher, faster, 
safer and farther. We race the sun as we 
move from continent to continent in a 
matter of hours. We have vastly multiplied 
commerce and communication among far- 
flung peoples. We have flown 250 thousand 
miles to explore the surface of the moon, 
and, with this unprecedented triumph of 
spirit and technology, changed forever our 
view of the Earth. She is a delicate blue 
jewel in the darkness of space. 

In recognition of 200 years of progress 
around the globe in manned flight, the 
Congress, by Senate Joint Resolution 270, 
has designated the year 1983 as the Bicen- 
tennial of Air and Space Flight. 1 am proud 
to have been named Honorary Chairman of 
the United States Organizing Committee, 
which will plan our participation in activi- 
ties at home and abroad to commemorate 
the Bicentennial. I view the celebraticen as 
an opportunity to increase public awar. ..ess 
of our Nation’s achievements in aviation 
and space flight and to rededicate ourselves 
to the spirit of excellence which has 
brought us so far so fast. 

Now, Therefore, I, Ronald Reagan, Presi- 
dent of the United States of America, do 
hereby designate the year beginning Janu- 
ary 1, 1983, as the Bicentennial of Air and 
Space Flight. I call upon all government 
agencies and the American people to ob- 
serve this year with appropriate ceremonies 
and activities. 

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set 
my hand this 3rd day of Jan., in the year of 
our Lord nineteen hundred and 83, and of 
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the Independence of the United States of 
America the two hundred and seventh 


Ronald Reagan 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Regis- 
ter, 12:05 p.m., January 4, 1983) 


Comprehensive Energy Emergency 
Response Procedures 


Letter to the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives and the President of the 
Senate Transmitting a Report. 

January 3, 1983 


Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:) 

In accordance with Section 3 of the 
Energy Emergency Preparedness Act of 
1982 (EEPA) (P.L. 97-229), I hereby trans- 
mit the Comprehensive Energy Emergency 
Response Procedures Report. 

As required by the EEPA, the Report ad- 
dresses the policies and procedures which 
the Administration intends to pursue in re- 
sponding to a severe energy supply inter- 
ruption or other substantial reduction in the 
amount of petroleum products available to 
the United States. It provides an indication 
of the various response options which may 
be considered if it becomes necessary to 
implement any of the emergency authori- 
ties outlined in the Memorandum of Law 
communicated to the Congress on Novem- 
ber 15, 1982. Finally, it identifies specific 
areas that are under study 
whether additional or 
authority is appropriate. 

Sincerely, 


to determine 


amended statutory 


Ronald Reagan 


Note: This is the text of identical letters 
addressed to Thomas P. O'Neill, Jr., Speaker 
of the House of Representatives, and George 
Bush, President of the Senate. 

The 88-page report, prepared by the De- 
partment of Energy, is entitled “A Report 


to the Congress: Comprehensive Energy 
Emergency Response Procedures—December 
3], 1982.’ 
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Greene County, Missouri 


Proclamation 5010. January 3, 1983 


ONE HUNDRED AND FIFTIETH ANNIVERSA- 
RY OF GREENE COUNTY, MISSOURI 

By the President of the United States 

of America 


A Proclamation 


The year 1983 marks the sesquicentennial 
anniversary of the founding of Greene 
County, Missouri. 

Greene County, named for the Revolu- 
tionary War hero General Nathanael 
Greene, has enjoyed a long and distin- 
guished history. Many of its sons and daugh- 
ters have held high public office and other- 
wise served the State of Missouri and our 
nation. 

In 1833, Greene County included all of 
southwest Missouri and remains today an 
important cultural and economic center. As 
the third most populous county in the State 
of Missouri, it continues to grow and pros- 
per. 

The Congress oi the United States, by 
House Joint Resolution 630, has requested 
and authorized the President of the United 
States to proclaim January 3, 1983, as the 
One Hundred and Fiftieth Anniversary of 
Greene County, Missouri. 

Now, Therefore, I, Ronald Reagan, Presi- 
dent of the United States of America, do 
hereby proclaim January 3, 1983, as the 
“One Hundred and Fiftieth Anniversary of 
Greene County, Missouri.” 

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set 
my hand this third day of January, in the 
year of our Lord nineteen hundred and 
eighty-three, and of the Independence of 
the United States of America the two hun- 
dred and seventh. 


Ronald Reagan 
[Filed with the Office of the Federal Regis- 
ter, 12:06 p.m., January 4, 1983) 


Note: The text of the proclamation was re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
on January 4 





Administration of Ronald Reagan, 1983 / Jan. 4 


Amendments to the Tribally Controlled 


Community Colleges Assistance Act of 
1978 


Memorandum of Disapproval of S. 2623. 
January 3, 1983 








I am withholding my approval of S. 2623, 
which would amend the Tribally Controlled 
Community Colleges Assistance Act of 1978 
and extend its authorities through 1987. 

I am taking this action with reluctance, 
because my Administration is deeply com- 
mitted to providing educational opportuni- 
ties for American Indians. Education is criti- 
cal to economic betterment for all elements 
of our society. It is an equally important 
aspect of increasing self-determination for 
American Indians. I support fully the intent 
of S. 2623 to improve existing Indian com- 
munity college programs. My Administra- 
tion is dedicated to furthering this goal. The 
bill which is before me, however, includes a 
number of provisions that are unacceptable 
and that do not contribute to enhancement 
of Indian education. 

Foremost among the unacceptable provi- 
sions of this bill is section 2, which would 
declare the Federal government’s support 
of tribal community colleges to be a part of 
its trust responsibility toward Indian tribes. 
College level Indian education has never 
been characterized in law or treaty as a 
trust responsibility of the Federal govern- 
ment, and to do so now would potentially 
create legal obligations and entitlements 
that are not clearly intended or understood. 
Such a declaration is wholly unnecessary to 
the continuation of a successful program of 
Federal assistance to tribally controlled 
community colleges. 

Although the conference report on 
S. 2623 suggests that “Federal policy (on 
Indian education) should be clear and un- 
equivocal”, the enrolled bill is highly am- 
biguous as to the nature and extent of this 
new policy of trust responsibility. S. 2623 
imposes what the conference report itself 
admits is a “very general” trust responsibili- 
ty. However, neither the bill nor the report 
makes any attempt to define the nature or 
extent of that responsibility, except to sug- 
gest—in nonbinding report language—some 
concepts that are not intended. This vague 


nonstatutory language could be interpreted 
by the courts in a variety of ways. It could 
be read as establishing a trust relationship 
that creates an absolute responsibility to 
provide assistance to tribal colleges and 
Indian students regardless of need, and it 
could establish a highly undesirable prec- 
edent for making all Indian social service 
programs a part of the Federal govern- 
ment’s “very general” trust responsibility. 

Finally, section 2 would also provide that 
grants could be used for the improvement 
and expansion of physical facilities. When 
the program of assistance to tribally con- 
trolled community colleges was originally 
conceived, the Congress contemplated use 
of existing community facilities. To begin a 
major new building program when there 
are so many other competing tribal needs 
would be duplicative, unwarranted, and ill- 
advised under current economic conditions. 
Funds provided through the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs for the tribally controlled 
community colleges assistance program are 
for program support only, and should 
remain so. 

Another unacceptable provision is in sec- 
tion 14(b) of this bill, which would subject 
regulations issued by the Secretary of the 
Interior under the program to an unconsti- 
tutional legislative veto device presently 
found in section 431 of the General Educa- 
tion Provisions Act. The Attorney General 
has advised me, and I agree, that two 
Houses of Congress cannot bind the Execu- 
tive Branch by passing a concurrent resolu- 
tion that is not presented to me for approv- 
al or veto. Such a provision unconstitution- 
ally encroaches on the principle of separa- 
tion of powers that is at the foundation of 
our government. 

In addition to these strong objections, I 
also have serious reservations about a 
number of other provisions of the bill, 
which could significantly increase Federal 
expenditures in a time that demands fiscal 
restraint. Those reservations have been ex- 
plained in reports and testimony of the De- 
partment of the Interior on the bill. 

The authorities in the Tribally Controlled 
Community Colleges Assistance Act are not 
scheduled to expire until September 30, 
1984, under current law. Accordingly, there 
will be no interruption of our current suc- 
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cessful program activities as a result of my 
disapproval of S. 2623. It is my hope that 
Congress will reconsider legislation extend- 
ing the Act early in the next session and 
enact a bill which both advances the pro- 
gram’s objectives and meets the Adminis- 
tration’s objections to S. 2623. 


Ronald Reagan 
The White House, 
January 3, 1983. 


Note: The text of the memorandum was re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
on January 4. 


Federal Service Impasses Panel 





Appointment of Susan S. Robfogel as a 
Member. January 4, 1983 





The President today announced his inten- 
tion to appoint Susan S. Robfogel to be a 
member of the Federal Service Impasses 
Panel for the remainder of the term expir- 


ing January 10, 1984. She would succeed 
Charles Jacob Morris. 

Since 1970 Mrs. Robfogel has been a part- 
ner with the law firm of Harris, Beach, 
Wilcox, Rubin and Levey of Rochester, 
N.Y:, specializing in labor relations law and 
health law. She has had extensive experi- 
ence in proceedings before the National 
Labor Relations Board, the New York 
Public Employment Relations Board, and 
the New York State Labor Relations Board, 
as well as in the Federal and New York 
courts and before the New York State Divi- 
sion of Human Rights and the Equal Em- 
ployment Opportunity Commission. 

She is a member of the Monroe County, 
New York State, and American Bar Associ- 
ations. She currently is a member of the 
American Bar Association’s Labor Relations 
Law Section and serves on the Committee 
on Development of Law Under the Nation- 
al Labor Relations Act. She has also been an 
instructor and lecturer for the New York 
State School of Industrial and Labor Rela- 
tions at Cornell University. 

Prior to joining her present firm in 1970, 
Mrs. Robfogel served as senior assistant cor- 


poration counsel to the city of Rochester, 
N.Y. 

She graduated from Smith College (1964) 
and Cornell University Law School (1967). 
She is married, has two children, and re- 
sides in Rochester, N.Y. She was born April 
4, 1943, in Columbus, Ohio. 


Orphan Drug Act 





Statement on Signing H.R. 5238 Into Law. 
January 4, 1983 





I am pleased to sign into law today the 
Orphan Drug Act. 

Over the past century, the United 
States—largely through innovative pioneer- 
ing by private industry and medical re- 
searchers in universities—has led the world 
in developing new drugs that have saved 
millions of lives. That is a gift to mankind 
we can be very proud of. 

Yet the sad fact remains that many dis- 
eases still cripple or kill hundreds of thou- 
sands of Americans, as well as citizens of 
other countries, because no drugs have yet 
been developed. These diseases include 
cystic fibrosis, Wilson’s disease, myoclonus, 
Tourette’s syndrome, and certain neuro- 
muscular disorders and cardiac arrhythmias. 
Statistically, they are rare; yet that is small 
comfort for those afflicted. 

The cost of discovering and developing a 
new drug is often staggering. By definition, 
an orphan drug is one that treats a disease 
that affects 200,000 or fewer individuals— 
and, from an economic perspective, groups 
that small do not now justify the kind of 
research expenditures that companies must 
make. 

The bill that I am signing today helps to 
cure that problem and consequently, we 
hope, some of the diseases as well. The bill 
provides incentives for the private sector to 
develop drugs to treat these rare diseases. 

It should be pointed out that the Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services has 
already made significant progress in this 
area. Secretary Schweiker established an 
Orphan Products Board in March 1982, 
with membership and functions similar to 
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those in the bill. This bill will enhance the 
steps we have already taken to encourage 
the development of orphan drugs and 
ensure that our ongoing program will be 
permanent. This legislation exemplifies the 
proper role of government in helping meet 
legitimate needs in those cases where the 
free market alone can’t do the job. 

I am approving this legislation despite the 
inclusion of a provision about which I have 
grave reservations. Section 7 of the bill di- 
rects the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services to publish tables showing a causal 
relationship between radiation exposure 
and subsequent cancer. The relationship be- 
tween cancer and low levels of ionizing ra- 
diation has long been the subject of re- 
search by scientists throughout the world. 
Despite this intense interest, there is as yet 
no consensus among radiation experts in re- 
lating human cancers and exposure to low 
levels of radiation. Yet section 7 mandates 
that probability of causation tables be calcu- 
lated for even very small dose levels. Ac- 
cordingly, I am directing the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services to complete 
the tables to the extent that may be possi- 
ble and scientifically responsible, in light of 
the analysis also mandated by section 7, 
which requires him to “assess the credibil- 
ity, validity, and degree of certainty associ- 
ated with such tables.” 

Despite my reservations on section 7, I 
am gladly signing the orphan drug bill. I 
only wish with the stroke of this pen I could 
also decree that the pain and heartache of 
people who suffer from these diseases 
would cease. 


Note: As enacted, H.R. 5238 is Public Law 
97-414, approved January 4. 


Private Legislation for the Relief of 
Certain Silver Dealers 





Memorandum of Disapproval of H.R. 5858. 
January 4, 1983 





I am withholding my approval of H.R. 
5858, a bill for the relief of three silver 
dealers who suffered business losses as a 
result of their short market positions result- 


ing from a decision by the Department of 
the Treasury to terminate the sale of Gov- 
ernment-owned silver on May 18, 1967, 
without honoring the dealers’ telephonic re- 
quests made that day to purchase almost 
seven million ounces of silver. 

These claims were the subject of very ex- 
tensive proceedings before the former 
United States Court of Claims, which on 
May 18, 1967, held that no legally binding 
contracts to purchase the silver had been 
established by these claimants, because the 
claimants (1) were clearly on notice that the 
Treasury’s involvement in the silver market 
was altogether inseparable from monetary 
policy, (2) had reason to expect that Treas- 
ury would abandon the marketplace just as 
soon as doing so would serve monetary 
policy, and (3) knew that Government silver 
sales would end soon in view of the pub- 
lished reports that Treasury’s supply of 
silver was being rapidly depleted. (Primary 
Metal & Mineral Corp. v. United States, 556 
F.2d 507 (Ct. Cl. 1977).) 

In parallel proceedings before a trial com- 
missioner of the same court pursuant to a 
Congressional Reference proceeding under 
28 U.S.C. Sections 1494 and 2509 (1970), 
the trial commissioner had earlier found 
that the same dealers had valid breach of 
contract claims, even though he, too, found 
that they were well aware of the potential 
for a sudden termination of the sales pro- 
gram. After the court had rejected his anal- 
ysis, he nevertheless concluded that the 
claimants had “equitable” claims sufficient 
to justify private relief legislation merely 
because (in his opinion) the Court of Claims 
was wrong in disagreeing with his legal 
theory. In its report to the Congress, a 
review panel of three trial commissioners, 
without explaining its reasoning, stated that 
it agreed with this unprecedented rationale 
for the existence of an equitable claim 
against the Government. 

To permit the silver dealers covered by 
H.R. 5858 to recover over $3.3 million 
without any findings that they received in- 
equitable treatment from the Government, 
in the face of the unappealed holding of the 
Court of Claims that they had no legal 
claims against the Treasury, would establish 
an undesirable precedent for payment of a 
host of claims to claimants who may have 
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encountered hardships due to business deci- 
sions made with full awareness of the risks 
that a change in a Government property 
disposal program might entail. No doubt 
many similarly situated individuals have 
had their expectations frustrated in the past 
by similar program changes. To single out 
these three claimants for special relief 
would be unjust to the others, while pay- 
ment to all for frustrated expectations 
would result in an unacceptable interfer- 
ence with the Government’s ability to deci- 
sively and expeditiously respond to develop- 
ments affecting vital national policies. For 
these reasons I find the bill unacceptable. 


Ronald Reagan 


The White House, 
January 4, 1983. 


Railroad Retirement Board 


Nomination of Robert A. Gielow To Be a 
Member. January 5, 1983 


The President today announced his inten- 
tion to nominate Robert A. Gielow to be a 
member of the Railroad Retirement Board 
for a term of 5 years from August 29, 1982. 
He would succeed William P. Adams. He 
will be the member at large and as such 
will serve as Chairman. 

He is senior vice president, member of 
the board of directors, and member of the 
executive committee of Alexander & Alex- 
ander Services, Inc., in Chicago, Ill. He was 
director, risk analysis and management 
group, in 1976-1982; director, Midwest 
region, Alexander & Alexander, Inc., in 
1973-1977; and managing vice president, 
Chicago office, Alexander & Alexander, 
Inc., in 1969-1974. 

Mr. Gielow graduated from Carleton Col- 
lege (B.A., 1940). He is married, has three 
children, and resides in Glencoe, Ill. He was 
born August 18, 1919. 
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Meeting With President Yitzhak Navon 
of Israel 





Remarks Following the Meeting. 
January 5, 1983 





President Reagan. Mr. President, it’s 
been my great pleasure to welcome you 
today to the White House and to the United 
States as you begin your visit that will take 
you on to Boston and New York. And today 
we've had an excellent opportunity to make 
each other’s acquaintance and to break 
bread together. And I know now that 
Nancy and Mrs. Navon are going to have a 
chance to meet before you depart from the 
United States, and I know both are looking 
forward to that. 

Your presence here as President of Israel 
symbolizes the close ties that have always 
linked our two nations. Ours is a friendship 
that has deepened over time. It’s daily ex- 
pressed in our unswerving commitment to 
the security and well-being of the State of 
Israel. Of course, the security of Israel is 
inescapably connected with peace in the 
Middle East, the principal goal of both our 
peoples. 

A succession of American Presidents have 
committed this nation to assisting in the 
achievement of that goal. And I can assure 
you that our commitment to peace is one 
that I’m proud to carry forward. 

Mr. President, we wish you and Mrs. 
Navon an interesting and productive visit 
and a safe return to Israel. Thank you for 
coming. 

President Navon. Mr. President, I am 
very grateful to you for your kind invita- 
tion. It has been an opportunity to ex- 
change views on important issues that 
relate to the mutual countries, to the peace 
in the Middle East, to the prospects for 
peace and security. 

In Israel, as you very well know, Mr. 
President, though there are different views 
as to policies—whether those who accepted 
the American views as a basis for negotia- 
tions, whether those who didn’t find it pos- 
sible to accept them as a basis—none of 
them has any doubt as to your dedication to 
peace, your sincerity and your commitment 
to peace and to the security of Israel. We’re 
grateful to you personally, Mr. President, 
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we are grateful to the great American 
people for the generous aid that has been 
always rendering to my people. And that 
feeling of gratitude I wanted to express to 
you, Mr. President. 

Thank you. 


Note: President Reagan spoke at 1:28 p.m. 
to reporters assembled at the South Portico 
of the White House. 

Earlier, the President met privately with 
President and Mrs. Navon in the Oval 
Office. The two Presidents were then joined 
by their senior advisers, including Vice 
President George Bush, Secretary of State 
George P. Shultz, and William P. Clark, 
Assistant to the President for National Secu- 
rity Affairs. The Presidents, together with 
their delegations, then met in the Cabinet 
Room and attended a luncheon in the State 
Dining Room. 


Budget Deferrals 





Message to the Congress. January 5, 1983 





To the Congress of the United States: 

In accordance with the Impoundment 
Control Act of 1974, I herewith report four 
deferrals totaling $38,897,952 and a revision 
to a previous deferral, increasing the 
amount deferred by $10,000,000. 

The deferrals affect programs in the De- 
partments of Agriculture, Commerce, Hous- 
ing and Urban Development, and Interior. 

The details of the deferrals are contained 
in the attached reports. 


Ronald Reagan 


The White House, 
January 5, 1983. 


Note: The attachments detailing the defer- 
rals are printed in the Federal Register of 
January 11, 1983. 


The President’s 
News Conference of 
January 5, 1983 





The President. | have an announcement 
and also an opening statement—but the an- 
nouncement first, and that’s most impor- 
tant. 


Secretary of Transportation 


I have this afternoon nominated Eliza- 
beth Dole, who has been performing mag- 
nificently as my Assistant for Public Liaison 
in the White House—have nominated her 
to be Secretary of Transportation. And she 
will be replaced in her present position by 
our present Ambassador to Switzerland, 
Faith Ryan Whittlesey. So, welcome to the 
Cabinet—can’t say welcome to the family, 
you've been part of it for so long. 


Mrs. Dole. Thank you very much. 


The President. Well, thank you. And now 
the opening statement. 


Fiscal Year 1984 Budget 


I know many of you have questions on 
the budget and related matters. And since 
I’m in the midst of making the final deci- 
sions, I'd like to address most of those ques- 
tions when I present the State of the Union 
and the budget later this month. But let me 
make a few points now that might antici- 
pate some questions. 


Clearly we're facing very big deficits 
unless we take action, and we will take 
action, because the deficits are unaccept- 
ably large in the out years. The Federal 
budget must not become a roadblock on 
the path to long-term economic recovery. 


I’m consulting now with a wide variety of 
people, and I look forward to working with 
Congress this year on the issues. The 
choices we face, as a people, are difficult. 
But in the long run, I believe the budget 
should have three fundamental objectives. 
It must meet our basic human and defense 
needs. It must treat the people fairly. It 
must move toward balance, helping lower 
the interest rates and providing a basis for 
sustained economic growth. I am confident 
that working together we can meet these 
goals. 


And now, as I say, since I'll be involved 
for at least another week in intensive meet- 
ings and decisions, I want to hold off on any 
detailed discussion of the budget, as well as 
major pronouncements on the various op- 
tions before us until later this month. 





Jan. 5 / Administration of Ronald Reagan, 1983 


And, Helen [Helen Thomas, United Press 
International ]? 


Defense Budget 


Q. Mr. President, you may not like this 
question, but philosophically many of your 
own party leaders are calling for cuts in 
military spending, and they have described 
the deficits as “terrifying.” They also say 
that you’re in concrete on the subject. My 
question to you is, how high does unem- 
ployment have to go and how much does 
the economy have to deteriorate before you 
are willing to accept cuts in the defense 
budget? 

The President. Well, first of all, Helen, I 
don’t think the economy is deteriorating 
further, because all of the signs for 7 of the 
last 8 months, the group of economic signs 
regarding—that are taken as _ indicators, 
have been up. Retail sales are up 6 percent 
over last year. Home sales are up 66—or, | 
mean, building of houses is up 66 percent 
over last year. Sale of new homes is up 47 
percent over last year. We have brought 
the interest rates down to the point that 
inflation is, as you know, the lowest it’s 
been in 10 years—4% percent. And I think 
that all the indicators are there to indicate 
that the economy is getting better, not get- 
ting worse. 

Now, as for employment, that, of course, 
is the most grievous problem and the one 
that’s always the last to get well. And yet, 
for the last several weeks the numbers of 
people who are applying for unemployment 
insurance are fewer than they have been. 
But also greater numbers than those apply- 
ing are at the same time each week leaving 
unemployment. Now, admittedly, some of 
those may leave because they’ve come to 
the end of their payments, but also a great 
many of them are leaving because they’ve 
found employment. 

There may be some fluctuations in the 
tenths of percentage points in the present 
rate, but I believe that we’re on the road to 
the kind of recovery we've been talking 
about. 

Q. But would you back off, sir, on defense 
spending—increases in military spending? 

The President. Well, you’re—again you're 
trying to get me into the details that I’ve 
said there are no decisions that have been 
made. I will look at everything. But let me 
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also say something about the concern on 
the defense spending. 

I don’t question the fact that the people 
are concerned, because they have been re- 
ceiving through much of the media a con- 
stant drumbeat that somehow there is a 
needless extravagance and that we're over- 
board on this particular subject. On the 
chart you will find that in constant dollars 
the defense budget is just about the same as 
it’s been all the way back to 1962. You will 
also find that, as a percentage of gross na- 
tional product, it is smaller than it was in 
the Eisenhower and Kennedy years. We re- 
peatedly see the figure over a 5-year period 
of a trillion and a half or a trillion point six. 
Well, we’re still spending more than $2 tril- 
lion in that 5 years on the social programs. 

The thing about defense also that I think 
should be pointed out is that in February of 
1981, when we presented the 5-year plan to 
try and refurbish our military because it 
was in desperate straits, we certainly could 
not claim that we were meeting the first 
priority of government, which is to protect 
the national security—or provide the na- 
tional security. But since that time, we have 
cut our original program by $41 billion and 
done this by reason of inflation coming 
down, which lowered the cost of some 
things—fuel and so forth—by improved 
management procedures and improved pro- 
curement. And we're still looking at that 
and have just had a task force of outside 
volunteers, all skilled and knowledgeable in 
business, who have been reviewing and ex- 
amining the whole Defense Department. 
And their recommendations will be coming 
to us shortly. 

So, if it can be cut, it will be cut. But the 
priority must be not if it means reducing 
our ability below the level at which we can 
declare ourselves safe. 


Tax Policy 


Q. Mr. President, perhaps the question of 
higher taxes fits into the category of deci- 
sions which haven’t been made, but we all 
hear, of course, that you are adamantly op- 
posed to it. I was wondering how ironclad is 
that opposition and your commitment not 
to raise taxes, particularly in view of the 
fact that a year ago you voiced such a com- 
mitment and then again in September you 
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did and we did have two different sorts of 
tax increases last year? 

The President. Well, the one tax that I 
know many of you have portrayed as in 
keeping with my saying it would take a 
palace coup, when I said that, the gasoline 
tax was being proposed as just a part of 
general revenues. But for more than a 
year—it was a year ago that Secretary Drew 
Lewis presented the plan and the necessity 
for rebuilding our roads and our highways 
and our bridges, because we’re faced with 
the possibility of tragedy in some instances. 
And I asked him more than a year ago if he 
would wait a year and bring that back 
again, and he did. And the proposal was, as 
we called it, a “users fee” to differentiate 
between, but this is not a tax for general 
revenues. This is a tax to do this particular 
task, which will now very shortly come 
under the direction of Elizabeth Dole. 

With regard to taxes now, I think it’s a 
common rule and an accepted fact that in- 
creasing taxes is not the way out of a reces- 
sion. The tax cuts that we put into place 
were supposed to, and have, helped stimu- 
late savings. With the additional cut that is 
coming up in July, we believe that this can 
also increase consumption. And we must re- 
alize that these deficits, more than half of 
the deficit is due to the recession, to the 
fact that people are not working and paying 
and that instead are, indeed, being a cost 
item to the Government because of the 
need to help them in their time of unem- 
ployment. 

The other part of the deficit that must be 
met by those of us here in government and 
solved—and has been there for a long, long 
time—is structural. It is built-in increase 
that requires no further legislation, over 
which no one government has any control, 
unless they go back and change the basic 
legislation, that just has in what are called 
the entitlement programs an increase that 
automatically takes place. And this is the 
line on the chart that is going up at the 
steepest pitch of any spending of govern- 
ment. And this—we must meet both of 
these problems. 

But the real answer to the deficit is re- 
covery of the economy, and therefore what- 
ever we do, we must not be tempted into 
some temporary treatment of a deficit 
before us. We want them reduced, but 


what we must do is get the economy re- 
stored on a long-time, permanent basis, and 
everything we do must be directed toward 
that. 

Q. Well, will that include higher taxes 
this coming year? 

The President. | just said that a tax is the 
wrong thing to do when you're trying to 
come out of a recession. 

Yes? 

Situation in Lebanon 


Q. Mr. President, I can’t imagine that 
you're satisfied with the progress of the 
Middle East initiative that you announced 
last summer. The Israelis are still in Leba- 
non; the Syrians are still in Lebanon; the 
fighting is still going on in Tripoli. And I'd 
like to know what you are doing to speed 
things up, especially at the State Depart- 
ment? 

The President. Well, we're calling back 
Mr. Habib! from his vacation. He’s going to 
join Ambassador Draper. Ambassador Habib 
will be there now. 

Jerry [Jeremiah O’Leary, Washington 
Times], it is not unexpected to us. We 
would have liked to have had this whole 
thing move faster, but in view of the situa- 
tion, not only in Lebanon but the whole 
Middle East, we never had any illusions 
that this could be done overnight. And the 
negotiations are underway now that will 
lead to the removal of the foreign forces. 

And you said that the fighting was still 
going on in Tripoli. I think it’s just started 
going on recently, and it is a tragedy that 
that is taking place. But that, again, is why 
we want the outside forces out, so that the 
new Government of Lebanon can begin to 
keep order itself and establish its sovereign- 
ty. 

Loye [Loye W. Miller, Jr., Newhouse 
News Service]? 


1984 Presidential Election 


Q. Mr. President, when are you going to 
decide in your own mind, when do you 
think you should decide in your own mind 
when you’re going—whether you're going 


1 Ambassador Philip C. Habib, the Presi- 
dent’s Special Representative for the Middle 
East. 
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to run again? And when do you think the 
rest of us might find out about it from your 
lips or someone else’s? 

The President. Oh, I suppose sometime 
this year. 

Q. Could you narrow it down a little bit? 

The President. No, 1 don’t think that 
there’s any way to set a date for that. I 
think it’s—I'll know when the time comes. 

Sam [Sam Donaldson, ABC News]? 


Spending for Social Programs 


Q. Mr. President, Speaker O'Neill said 
the other day that he doesn’t think you'll 
get any cuts, you'll be lucky to get any cuts 
in the social programs. He said $30 billion, 
the figure that’s been bandied about, was 
out of the question. And your old friend 
Paul Laxalt said that they were pretty close 
to the bone, meaning that he doesn’t think 
there’s much there. Do you agree, or do 
you think there is some sizable amount that 
can be cut from that area of the budget? 

The President. Well, I heard on the tube 
the Speaker say that, and I thought to 
myself, I assume that from now on he will 
have nothing to say about us being responsi- 
ble for the deficit since he has made it plain 
that he will refuse to approve any reduc- 
tions in spending. Now, if you’ve got a defi- 
cit, you want to cut it down, obviously 
you’ve got to spend less, and I hope that 
he’ll rethink his position on that. I’m sure 
there are others that don’t feel the same 
way. 

Q. Sir, he wasn’t, apparently talking 
about any reduction in spending; he was 
talking about in the social programs, the 
controllable social programs. 

The President. Well, again, you would be 
getting me into the details that I’m not pre- 
pared to talk about now, because no deci- 
sions have been made. Nothing has been 
closed. 

Ralph [Ralph Harris, Reuters News Serv- 
ice]? 

East-West Relations 


Q. Mr. President, there have been a 
number of approaches to the West recently 
by the Soviet Union. Today, the Warsaw 
Pact proposed a nonagression pact with 
NATO. And 2 weeks ago, as you know, Mr. 
Andropov raised the idea of a summit with 
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you. What’s your reaction to these new de- 
velopments? 

The President. Well, this is something, I 
think, certainly to be considered if that’s 
what he is proposing, is a nonagression pact. 
But with regard to a summit, I am, in prin- 
ciple, in favor of that. I proposed meeting 
Mr. Brezhnev in New York at the time of 
the United Nations Disarmament Confer- 
ence, believing that he would be there. And 
then, we know now, I’m sure, why he 
couldn’t make that trip. And so we didn’t. 

But I think that a summit is something 
that requires some planning. I don’t think 
you just say, “Let’s get together, sit around 
a table,” and then say, “Well, what do we 
talk about?” I think you have to plan, and 
you have to know that and believe that you 
can accomplish something. And when we 
can be sure of that—no, I would welcome a 
summit just as I welcomed his suggestion 
about continuing the talks on reducing of 
arms. 

Q. Mr. President, what about today’s pro- 
posal for a nonaggression pact between 
NATO and the Warsaw Pact? 

The President. | think this is something 
that has just happened, and this is some- 
thing that would require consultation with 
all of our allies in NATO. 


Unemployment 


Q. Mr. President, a couple of weeks ago, 
you made a public appeal to American busi- 
nessmen for each of them to hire one un- 
employed person. Can you tell us what re- 
action you have gotten from them to that so 
far? 

The President. Well, I can’t say that I 
have suddenly received—well, it hasn’t 
been long enough to receive mail—that I 
have received a flood. I have had comments 
made to me by people who approved of 
that. And some of them from businessmen 
who have said that it has caused them to 
think and that they’re going to give that 
some thought. 

Bill [Bill Plante, CBS News]? 

Social Security 

Q. Mr. President, Republicans and Demo- 
crats, both, on your Social Security Commis- 
sion seem to have indicated today to the 


White House that they can go no further in 
their deliberations until they get some kind 
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of guidance from you. Are you prepared— 
can you tell us tonight—to personally rec- 
ommend some balance between the raising 
of social security taxes and the lowering of 
benfits—or the growth rate of benefits—in 
the future? 

The President. Bill, our people have been 
in touch with the Commission. But I have 
to point out something. Social security was 
made a political football—and not by us and 
not by me—to the place where there was 
no serious consideration given to any effort 
to try and meet the fiscal problems of social 
security. As a matter of fact, those who 
were making it a political football, who 
more than a year ago denied that it was 
facing that kind of problem—when we said 
that it couldn’t get by July of 1983 without 
a correction being made, they denied that. 
At least we’ve learned that from the Com- 
mission. They have now verified that we 
were right and it is in that kind of desper- 
ate strait. And the fact that we’ve already 
had to borrow some money to send the 
checks is there. 

But the appointment of the bipartisan 
commission was to get it out of the arena of 
politics and let a bipartisan group come 
back with, if they could not reach consen- 
sus, at least with some alternatives. And 
then, I think, is the time that we join to- 
gether and seek to work out a compromise. 
I believe that for me to now impose 
myself—I don’t care how much they ask for 
it—for me to impose myself on the Com- 
mission and say, “Hey, fellows, this is the 
way I want you to go,” I would then stand 
back and cock my ear and wait for the loud 
outcry from Capitol Hill, and the same old 
political football would be seen going up in 
the air like a punt on third down. 

Q. But, sir, if that’s what it takes—if that’s 
what it takes to get this thing going, are you 
willing to do it? 

The President. | think that the alternative 
is very simple. If they cannot come to a 
conclusion, then let them submit to us the 
things that they have proposed and where 
there are other differences between them, 
and then it will be up to us. 

I do know that Chairman Rostenkowski of 
Ways and Means has made it known to me 
that he’s going to begin hearings, and he is 
ready to cooperate with us and knows that 
we must have a solution. 


Assassination Attempt Against the Pope 


Q. Mr. President, there have been many 
allegations that the Bulgarian intelligence 
service was behind the attempt to assassi- 
nate the Pope and that the Soviet intelli- 
gence service, the KGB, may have ordered 
the whole thing. What do you believe? Do 
you believe the Russians and the Bulgarians 
were behind it? 

The President. 1 know that the Italians 
are investigating, and in view of their pro- 
cedures and their handling of the General 
Dozier case, I have great confidence in 
their abilities. But as long as they’re investi- 
gating, I don’t think it would be proper for 
me to make a comment on this, because I 
would have no information except the same 
things that all of us know about this. 

Q. If it turned out that the Bulgarians and 
the Russians were behind it, what impact 
would that have on Soviet-American rela- 
tions? 

The President. Well, I think that it cer- 
tainly would have an effect. I think it would 
have an effect worldwide, and I'd meet that 
problem when we got to it. But until we do, 
l’ll—well— 

Bob Thompson? 


International Economy 


Q. [Andrew J. Glass, Cox Newspapers] 
Mr. President, as you know, concern has 
arisen in the financial community over the 
large debts accumulated by some develop- 
ing nations—I believe 300 billion in Latin 
America alone. Do you see any danger to 
the banking system as a result of these large 
debts? And what steps is your administra- 
tion taking to deal with this problem? 

The President. Well, of course there’s a 
risk. I think it’s a touchy financial situation 
worldwide just as this recession is world- 
wide. We have been taking a number of 
steps with regard to the international mon- 
etary funds that are available for bailouts 
and so forth—increased the contributions to 
those. We have taken unilateral action with 
some of our neighbors, as you know, to tide 
them over and help. And a number of the 
countries, as a result, are engaging in aus- 
terity programs. 

I’m inclined to believe that we're going 
to come through this all right. If there was 
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widespread default, there would, of course, 
be some very severe financial problems. 

Nancy [Nancy Schwerzler, Baltimore 
Sun]? 


Employment Programs 


Q. Mr. President, during the lameduck 
session of Congress, the House and Senate 
each individually approved a jobs program. 
They subsequently withdrew them at your 
request and your threatened veto. Yet at 
the same time, they asked you to include a 
jobs program in your budget. Will you do so 
in your budget? Will you offer any kind of a 
detailed job-creating program? 

The President. Well, we think that we’ve 
done several things along that line. And 
then I would answer as to why the threat of 
a veto for the customary job type of pro- 
gram. 

First of all, we have a billion-dollar pro- 
gram that’s going to train a million people a 
year. And part of our unemployment, just 
like the deficit, is structural. There are jobs 
that people have been laid off from that 
will not exist ever again. There is a structur- 
al change in our work force that is going 
on. And, again—you’ve heard me say it 
before—but on the weekend again I was 
looking at some of the help-wanted ads, and 
the ads are becoming really desperate in 
companies that are advertising for people 
with certain skills, which indicates that the 
workers aren’t out there with those skills. 
That’s one. 

We have twice extended the unemploy- 
ment insurance payments to help. We have 
passed and I have signed the trade export 
bill, which we think is going to increase the 
number of businesses in this country that 
are going to get into the export field. And 
each billion dollars of export makes about 
40,000 jobs. 

Also, I think, while it was not for jobs, the 
program was really designed to meet an 
emergency in our transportation system— 
that is also going to provide three hundred 
to three hundred and fifty thousand jobs. 

But let me point out that the housing 
subsidy bill that I vetoed last summer, 
vetoed it because by—that program, had it 
been signed, would probably just begin now 
or in the near future to be operative. But 
suddenly in this same period of time, by 
depending on the market forces, housing 
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starts are up 66 percent. General construc- 
tion is also up. 

The trouble with those so-called job 
bills—one of them that was talked of in the 
Congress, and that I refused and said I 
wouldn't sign, wasn’t slated to go into oper- 
ation until 1985. That’s a long time to wait 
for some jobs. Most of them have the fault 
that they create maybe some employment 
over here in the public sector, but no one 
ever turns around to see what the spending 
over here did to create some unemploy- 
ment over here in a different section. 

So, I just don’t think it’s the answer. I 
think that most job bills come down to 
being porkbarrel. 

Yes? 


Miami Disturbances 


Q. Mr. President, do you share the view 
of elected officials in Miami that the rioting 
there over the holidays was brought on as 
much by joblessness and economic hardship 
as by racial tensions? And if you don’t share 
that view, do you see any danger in people 
with their backs up against the wall in this 
recession venting their frustration in acts of 
crime and violence? 

The President. 1 would hate to see that 
happen. And it certainly would bespeak a 
difference in the character of our people, 
because in the Great Depression nothing 
like that ever took place, when the situation 
was much worse and there was no unem- 
ployment insurance and there was no—for 
a time—not even any welfare programs of 
any kind to help out. 

I think, though, that when responsible 
leaders, supposedly, publicly voice their 
opinion that this is going to happen, they’re 
encouraging it. And I think they ought to 
think again before they open their mouths. 

Yes, Andrea [Andrea Mitchell, NBC 
News]. 


Defense Budget 


Q. Mr. President, without getting into 
any details, which I know you don’t want to 
get into, do you agree with Senator Laxalt 
that there are ways to stretch out defense 
buildup—the defense buildup over the next 
6 or 7 years, let’s say—without hurting na- 
tional security? 
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The President. Well, we have looked at 
such things, and we’ll continue to look. As I 
say, we’re looking at everything. 

One of the problems—a stretchout sounds 
as if it might not be too serious, but you 
have to remember, we don’t have the mili- 
tary-industrial complex that we once had 
when President Eisenhower spoke about it. 
Assembly lines had to be put together and 
started up again to meet the demand for 
the weapon systems. Now, you can’t say to 
someone who has gone into business purely 
to provide us with what we’ve ordered, you 
can’t suddenly say to him, “Well, now, ev- 
erybody go home and wait a while; we're 
not going to take these things.” If there can 
be a stretchout that does not shut down 
part of your industry. 

But, again, in defense, the biggest portion 
of the spending is not weapons systems. 
Seventy-five percent of the defense budget 
is payroll for the troops, readiness, and 
maintenance. And only a fourth of the 
budget has to do with weapons systems. 

Q. Well, sir, do you think a stretchout is 
possible? Or perhaps you prefer ihe ireeze 
ideas on both defense and nondefense that 
are now being proposed? 

The President. Here | thought I explained 
it all at the very beginning, and you keep 
on asking those questions. All of those 
things we will look at. 

Q. Philosophically—— 

The President. Al? 

Q. how do you feel about the freeze? 


Social Security 


Q. [Peter Brown, Scripps-Howard News 
Service] Mr. President, to return to social 
security, the Chairman of your Commission, 
Mr. Greenspan, says that meeting with your 
aides and with people on the Hill, that 
there is a consensus that the solution re- 
volves around a speeding up of payroll -axes 
and of slowing down future benefit growth. 
Does that mean that the White House has 
indicated it is willing to support some kind 
of payroll tax speedup as part of an overall 
package? 

The President. We're going to look at all 
the things that they present to us. 

Maybe this is an opportunity to let the 
people know something that I don’t think 
very many people understand: that in 1977, 
when the payroll tax for social security was 


increased, the increase just didn’t take 
place then; it goes on all the way to 1990. 
There’s just been an increase in the social 
security tax for people above a certain level 
of income, because they raised the amount 
of income that is taxable. There are three 
more increases in the social security tax rate 
that are due, and practically every year 
there’s an increase in the amount of salary 
that is subject to the tax. 

Now, all of these things—I know from our 
own people having had contact with the 
Commission—are things that they’re look- 
ing at. But I have to point out: There is a 
limit with regard to how far you can go on 
the tax. And the limit is caused by the fact 
that a big proportion of our working people 
today are paying a greater tax in social se- 
curity than they are in the income tax. 

Q. If I may follow. But, as Mr. Green- 
span’s comments indicate, that, as part of an 
overall package, you might be willing to 
accept some form of payroll tax speedup. 

The President. As I’ve said, we will look 
at that. 

The other thing I want to ensure, lest 
there be some misunderstanding, the one 
thing that we would not consider—and I 
don’t think the Commission is suggesting 
this—those people presently dependent on 
social security are going to get their checks, 
and their checks are not going to be re- 
duced below what they’re presently get- 
ting. I think those people have been scared 
enough by the demagoguery that they’ve 
heard for political purposes throughout this 
last election year and even before. And I 
want to reassure them no plan is going to 
reduce their checks or take those checks 
away from them. 

Q. Yes, Mr. President—I’m sorry 

The President. 1 thought I pointed—— 


Employment 


Q. Thank you very much. Mr. Presi- 
dent—— 

The President. Ill get you next, Sarah. 

Q. Thank you, sir. 

Q.—each year—picking up on some- 
thing you said earlier, each year this gov- 
ernment pays out millions of dollars to 
workers who lost their jobs or to firms that 
lost part of their markets due to foreign 
competition. Now, in light of the prospects 
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for future hundred-billion-dollar-plus Feder- 
al deficits and the fact that many econo- 
mists have said that industries like steel, 
auto, and textiles must undergo permanent 
and basic restructuring to survive, doesn’t it 
make sense for this administration to drop 
the trade adjustment assistance program 
and instead use these funds to retrain work- 
ers for new jobs, jobs that will exist in the 
future? 

The President. Well, we do have, as I say, 
a program to train. And I think that there’s 
going to have to be more of that, I will 
agree, because I think in this restructuring 
of our work force, we’re going to find that 
there are industries that have traditionally 
been at a certain level in our country, and 
we're going to find that we have switched 


to other lines of industry, to service types of 


industry, rather than being a smokestack in- 
dustry type—things of this kind. Those 
changes are being made and are taking 
place all the time. We’re going to have to 
prepare for them 
Sarah [Sarah 
News Service]? 


McClendon, McClendon 


Weapons Systems 


Q. Yes, sir. Would you look into this, 
please, sir? Jack Anderson said the other 
day on a program where he was inter- 
viewed by the 700 Club that we have serv- 
ice representatives from defense contrac- 
tors in the field still working with the 
troops on complicated defense weapons 
that the troops are too ignorant and too 
unable to operate. And he said that the Is- 
raelis take our planes and take off all that 
expensive electronic gadgetry which our 
military contractors put on these planes, 
which are not necessary, he said, and 
which, he said, add to the great cost of 
these weapons. The Israelis take these off of 
their planes and learn to fly them effective- 
ly and better than any planes ever flown. 
Would you look into that? 

The President. Yes, Sarah. [Laughter] 
First of all, I don’t think it’s true. But I also 
think that the Israelis have proven that 
those planes must be pretty good 

On the other hand, with regard to our 
troops, that it would be very strange if 
we're faced with such ignorance, because 
the truth of the matter is now that our 
voluntary military that 2 years ago we were 
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being told was a failure and could never 
succeed, I am proud to say now has an in- 
telligence level that is higher than in any 
army in our past history, even including the 
draft. We also have the highest percentage 
of high school graduates in that military 
force than we’ve ever had before. We have 
the highest retention rate and the highest 
reenlistment rate. And we have got a mili- 
tary that’s got an esprit de corps that should 
make every one of us proud of them. 

Q. Yes, it’s true, sir, a lot of those high 
school graduates, don’t forget, are women. 
There are more women high school gradu- 
ates than men. [Laughter] But I want to 
point out to you that what he said—it was 
not denouncing the intelligence of the men. 
It was just saying that these weapons are 
too complicated for anyone to use in battle- 
field conditions, and therefore, they have 
many, many factory representatives who 
have to go to war with the troops. 

The President. Sarah, I have to say that 
there’s only one criteria, and that is, if 
we're going to ask an American young man 
or woman—but I don’t think we'll put the 
young women in those combat front 
ranks 

Q. We're ready. [Laughter] 

The President. I'll tell them they've got 
one volunteer already. But if we’re going to 
put those young men out there, they’re en- 
titled to have every technological aid that 
can ensure that they can do the job and 
that will protect their lives. 

Ms. Thomas. Thank you, Mr. President. 


Note: The President’s 15th news conference 
began at 8 p.m. in the East Room at the 
White House. It was broadcast live on na 
tionwide radio and television 


Surface Transportation Assistance Act 
of 1982 


Remarks on Signing H.R. 6211 Into Law. 
January 6, 1983 





Today, as this bill becomes law, America 
ends a period of decline in her vast and 
world-famous transportation system. Be- 
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cause of the prompt and bipartisan action of 
Congress, we can now ensure for our chil- 
dren a special part of their heritage—a net- 
work of highways and mass transit that has 
enabled our commerce to thrive, our coun- 
try to grow, and our people to roam freely 
and easily to every corner of our land. 

This bill was possible because of the con- 
tributions of so many Senators and Con- 
gressmen, many of whom are standing here 
today. Without their leadership, coopera- 
tion, and determination, this bill would 
never have become law. 

Anyone who’s driven the family car lately 
knows what it’s like to hit a pothole—a frus- 
tration, expense, a danger caused by poor 
road maintenance. Woeful tales of highway 
disrepair have become part of the trucking 
lore. Bridges are crumbling from under us 
in many of our older cities while growth is 
being stifled in our newer ones, because the 
transportation system can’t cope with the 
expanding population. 

Overall, we have 4,000 miles of Interstate 
Highway that needs resurfacing and 23,000 
bridges that need replacement or repair. 
Our cities need new buses, new or rebuilt 
railcars, and track improvements that will 
cost $50 billion during the next 10 years. 
Common sense tells us that it will cost a lot 
less to keep the system we have in good 
repair than to let it disintegrate and have to 
start over from scratch. Clearly this pro- 
gram is an investment in tomorrow that we 
must make today. It will allow us to com- 
plete the Interstate System, make most— 
the Interstate repairs and strengthen and 
improve our bridges, make all of us safer, 
and help our cities meet their public transit 
needs. 

When we first built our highways, we 
paid for them with a gas tax, a highway 
user fee that charged those of us who bene- 
fited most from the system. It was a fair 
concept then, and it is today. But that levy 
has not been increased in more than 23 
years. And it no longer covers expenses. 
The money for today’s improvements will 
come from increasing the gas tax, or the 
highway user fee, by the equivalent of a 
nickel a gallon—about $30 a year for most 
motorists. 

The repairs and construction are expect- 
ed to stimulate about 170,000 jobs, with an 
additional 150,000 jobs created in related 


industries. Another provision in this bill 
adds up to 6 weeks of unemployment bene- 
fits for people who have used up all their 
unemployment insurance. Such badly 
needed assistance will put more than half a 
billion dollars into the pockets of family 
budgets of our long-term unemployed. 

While the action we take today will bring 
some relief to those of us who so want to 
work and yet cannot find jobs, its principal 
benefit will be to ensure that our roads and 
transit systems are safe, efficient, and in 
good repair. The state of our transportation 
system affects our commerce, our economy, 
and our future. 

That’s why I’m pleased today to sign 
House resolution 6211, the Surface Trans- 
portation Assistance Act for 1982. It will 
help America enter a brighter and a more 
prosperous decade ahead. And so saying, 
and before the bridges fall down, I'll get 
this bill signed. [Laughter] 


[At this point, the President began to sign 
the bill.) 


I don’t know why it takes so much more 
to do the bill than it does for me to talk 
about it. [Laughter] 

It is law. 


Note: The President spoke at 9:53 a.m. at 
the signing ceremony in the State Dining 
Room at the White House. 

As enacted, H.R. 6211 is Public Law 97- 
424, approved January 6. 


Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982 


Remarks on Signing H.R. 3809 Into Law. 
January 7, 1983 








Thank you very much, and welcome to 
the White House. Please sit down. You must 
know that something good has happened 
when you see all these Members of the 
Congress and of the administration and 
we're all smiling at the same time. [Laugh- 
ter] 

The 97th Congress received its share of 
criticism for some things that happened 
during the lameduck session. But today 
we're signing a vital piece of legislation that 
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made it over whatever final hurdles there 
were during the last frantic hours before 
adjournment. That’s a tribute to the dedica- 
tion of leaders like Senators McClure and 
Stafford and Simpson and Johnston, Repre- 
sentatives Broyhill, Dingell, and Udall. They 
and many of their colleagues provided the 
bipartisan muscle needed to push the bill 
through the legislative maze—as it always 
appears to me to be. 

I understand that almost a dozen congres- 
sional committees were involved in this leg- 
islation, but with the partisan support—or 
bipartisan support, I should say, and cooper- 
ation from industry, labor, and the environ- 
mental groups, we managed to get it 
through the process. It’s a bill good for all 
those groups because it’s good for America. 

The Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982, 
which I’m signing today, provides the long 
overdue assurance that we now have a safe 
and effective solution to the nuclear waste 
problem. It’s an important step in the pur- 
suit of the peaceful uses of atomic energy, a 
program that was launched by President Ei- 
senhower some 30 years ago. The outlines 
of that program have changed with the 
years, but America’s leadership in the de- 
velopment and use of peaceful atoms 
remain strong. 

This administration is committed to the 
use of nuclear energy as a crucial element 
in the enormous task of supplying America’s 
energy needs. American industry has devel- 
oped the strong technological base for the 
production of electricity from nuclear 
energy, and we owe it to our people to 
make it possible to use this technology to 
better their lives. 

This act—the culmination of 25 years of 
legislative effort—clears the barrier that has 
stood in the way of development of this 
vital energy resource. It allows the Federal 
Government to fulfill its responsibilities 
concerning nuclear waste in a timely and 
responsible manner. 

On October 8th, 1981, I announced sev- 
eral policy initiatives regarding nuclear 
energy, which Secretary Edwards and Sec- 
retary Hodel have worked hard to imple- 
ment. In April of this last year, I requested 
legislation in the area of waste that encom- 
passes key elements of this bill: a system of 
fees paid by utilities so the full cost of nu- 
clear waste disposal will be borne by the 


20 


beneficiaries of nuclear power, rather than 
taxpayers as a whole; a method for State 
participation in the siting procedures, 
giving them a strong voice in the process 
and means for resolving objections; a limit- 
ed and temporary Federal storage program 
to assist utilities with grave, near-term stor- 
age problems, thus preventing plant shut- 
downs over the next decade as utilities run 
out of onsite storage; a commitment to per- 
manent geologic disposal as the ultimate so- 
lution to waste problems; a study of moni- 
tored, retrievable storage as an interim step 
toward permanent disposition and a clear 
distinction between the handling of civilian 
and defense wastes. 

The step we’re taking today should dem- 
onstrate to the public that the challenge of 
coping with nuclear waste can and will be 
met. With resolve and the good sense to 
work together as was demonstrated by the 
Congress on this issue, we can and will pre- 
vail over the sometimes complex and per- 
plexing problems associated with energy. 
This legislation represents a milestone for 
progress and the ability of our democratic 
system to resolve a sophisticated and devi- 
sive issue. 

Enactment of this legislation is particular- 
ly appropriate now, because it enhances the 
prospects of ample supplies of electricity at 
affordable prices for all Americans. 

And with that, and with a thank you to all 
of these people who are here with us on the 
platform and who have made this possible, I 
shall now sign that bill with those pens that 
will only write one word at a time. [Laugh- 
ter] 


[At this point, the President began to sign 
the bill.) 


It’s a good thing Bing Crosby was never 
in this spot. He only used his first name. 
[Laughter] 

Well, thank you all very much, and thank 
all of you. 


Note: The President spoke at 1:33 p.m. at 
the signing ceremony in the State Dining 
Room at the White House. 

As enacted, H.R. 3809 is Public Law 97- 
425, approved January 7. 
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United States Assistance for Lebanon 





Remarks to Leaders of Voluntary Agencies 
and Groups. January 7, 1983 





The President. 1 know one of the trials 
and tribulations of this job is that I come in 
here and I know there are long-time 
friends—and I get to say hello to some of 
you—but then you watch, I'll have to go out 
that door, and I won’t really get to stay and 
visit. But I’m happy to welcome you all 
here today. 

I want to say how important your work is 
to the difficult task of rebuilding wartorn 
Lebanon. And as the people of Lebanon 
begin to rebuild their nation, the United 
States stands behind their efforts. Moreover, 
we're committed to helping restore the 
government’s sovereignty throughout all of 
Lebanon. 

You here today represent organizations 
that are based on selfless American tradi- 
tion of helping our friends in time of need. 
And you also demonstrate your confidence 
in the resiliency of the Lebanese private 
sector and its ability to restore a strong 
Lebanon economically. And I agree that 
that’s a great source of progress and hope. 

I’m pleased that we could bring you all 
here today. Before I go, let me say the 
spirit of voluntarism that your organizations 
reflect is a remarkable tribute to the altru- 
ism that is found here in this land of ours. 
And I wish you every success in what 
you're doing, and God bless you and thank 
you for it. 

Mr. Younes.' Mr. President, Mr. Secre- 
tary,” distinguished friends of Lebanon, it is 
for me a privilege and a great honor to 
convey to you the following messzcge of 
President Amin Gemayel. 

“Mr. President, Distinguished Guests: I 
wish, first, to thank President Reagan for 
his commitment to save Lebanon from the 
dangers that face it and to help it in the 

. reconstruction effort that lies ahead. 
The convening in the White House of rep- 
resentatives of private volunteer organiza- 
tions, and of distinguished American citi- 
zens, for the purpose of deliberating on 


‘Sleiman Younes, Counselor of the Em- 
bassy of Lebanon. 
2 Secretary of State George P. Shultz. 


Lebanon, is an expression of concern on 
your part, which we greatly appreciate. 

“The Lebanese people, who have suf- 
fered unparalled losses in life and in proper- 
ty, now look with hope to a brilliant future. 
.. . This hope . . . hangs almost exclusively 
on the commitment of President Reagan to 
save the valiant Lebanese democracy from 
the external dangers that face it. This is a 
great challenge, but greater still is the 
reward. The historical friendship between 
the American and the Lebanese peoples, is 
now stronger than ever. This is so because 
as free and democratic peoples our destiny 
is one. We share with you the values of 
family ties, of religious orientation, of demo- 
cratic institutions, of a free and dignified 
personal existence, of tolerance, of private 
enterprise, and of genuine and lasting uni- 
versal peace. 

“As we look for the future, we must start 
from the existing facts. Our country is occu- 
pied. We need your help to liberate it. Dis- 
cussions on withdrawal of foreign forces are 
proceeding slowly. We need your help in 
accelerating them. Our cities and villages 
are devastated. We need your expertise and 
planning for the reconstruction to rebuild 
them... .” 

“May I again express, Mr. President, the 
gratitude of the Lebanese people for your 
personal concern for their destiny, and may 
I thank all of you, gathered here in this 
room, to help my country in alleviating its 
sufferings, in building its economy, and in 
finding its rightful place in the pantheon of 
nations.” 

Thank you. 

The President. 1 can’t help but mention 
something of which I was very proud, when 
our Marines went into the multinational 
force. And I think it’s symbolic of what 
we're seeing right here. And that is, our 
Marines landed and then raised aloft on the 
flagpole the flag of Lebanon. And that is 
their concern. 

Now they tell me I have to go, but I shall 
turn you over to Peter McPherson, the Di- 
rector of AID. 

Danny 

Mr. Thomas. Glad to see you, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. Younes. Thank you, Mr. President. 

The President. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Thomas. Mr. President? 

The President. Yes? 

Mr. Thomas. | haven’t touched you since 
you've been President. [Laughter] 

The President. 1 have said of Danny 
Thomas, he is one of the great statesmen in 
the show business world. [Laughter] 


Note: The President spoke at 1:50 p.m. in 
the Roosevelt Room at the White House. 





Digest of Other 
White House Announcements 


The following list includes the President’s 
public schedule and other items of general 
interest announced by the Office of the 
Press Secretary and not included elsewhere 
in this issue. 


January 2 

The President left Palm Springs, Calif., 
and following his visit to Monroe, La., re- 
turned to the White House. 


January 3 
The President met at the White House 
with: 
—members of the White House staff; 
—a group of his advisers to discuss the 
budget; 
several Members of Congress to discuss 
the budget. 
In the evening, the President hosted a 
dinner at the White House for the biparti- 
san congressional leadership. 


January 4 
The President met at the White House 
with: 
—a group of Republican Senators to dis- 
cuss the budget; 
—members of the White House staff; 
—the Cabinet Council on Human Re- 
sources to discuss health issues. 


January 5 
The President met at the White House 
with members of the White House staff. 
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January 6 
The President met at the White House 
with: 
—members of the White House staff; 
—a group of his advisers to discuss the 
budget; 
—Vice President George Bush, for lunch; 
—a group of Members of Congress to dis- 
cuss the budget; 
—the Cabinet Council on Economic Af- 
fairs to discuss employment initiatives. 
In the evening, the President hosted a 
dinner at the White House for the new 
Members of Congress. 


January 7 

The President met at the White House 

with: 

—members of the White House staff; 

—Hans-Jochen Vogel, Social Democratic 
Party candidate for Chancellor of the 
Federal Republic of Germany; 

—a group of Senators to discuss crime 
legislation; 

—former Secretary of State Henry A. Kis- 
singer and Assistant to the President for 
National Security Affairs William P. 
Clark; 

—a group of his advisers to discuss the 
budget. 

In the afternoon, the President left the 

White House for a weekend stay at Camp 
David, Md. 





Nominations 
Submitted to the Senate 





Note: No nominations were submitted to the 
Senate during the period covered by this 
issue. 








Checklist 
of White House Press Releases 





The following list contains releases of the 
Office of the Press Secretary which are not 
included in this issue. 








Checklist—Continued 
Released January 1 


Advance text: 
New Year’s Day radio address to the Nation 


Released January 2 


Fact sheet: 
The President’s trip to Louisiana to inspect 
the extensive flood damage 


Released January 3 


Transcript: 

Press briefing on the establishment of the 
President’s Commission on __ Strategic 
Forces—by Brent Scowcroft, Chairman of 
the Commission 


Released January 6 


Fact sheet: 
Surface Transportation Assistance 
1982 


Act of 


Released January 7 


Announcement: 

Submission to the President of the report 
of Emergency Board No. 199 to investigate 
a rail labor dispute 


Fact sheet: 
Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982 


Transcript: 

Press briefing on U.S. voluntary assistance 
for Lebanon—by M. Peter McPherson, Ad- 
ministrator of the Agency for International 
Development and the President’s personal 
representative for U.S. disaster assistance to 
Lebanon 





Acts Approved 
by the President 





Approved January 3 


S. 625 / Public Law 97-405 
An act to revise the boundary of Voyageurs 
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Acts Approved—Continued 
Approved January 3—Continued 


National Park in the State of Minnesota, 
and for other purposes. 


S. 1501 / Public Law 97-406 
Educational Mining Act of 1982. 


S. 1965 / Public Law 97-407 
Paddy Creek Wilderness Act of 1981. 


S. 1986 / Public Law 97-408 

An act to provide for the use and distribu- 
tion of funds awarded to the Blackfeet and 
Gros Ventre Tribes of Indians and the As- 
siniboine Tribe of Fort Belknap Indian 
Community, in certain dockets of the 
United States Court of Claims and of funds 
awarded to the Papago Tribe of Arizona in 
dockets numbered 345 and 102 of the 
Indian Claims Commission, and for other 
purposes. 


S. 2059 / Public Law 97-409 


Ethics in Government Act Amendments of 
1982. 


S. 2355 / Public Law 97-410 
Telecommunications for the Disabled Act of 
1982. 


S. 2955 / Public Law 97-411 
Cheaha Wilderness Act. 


S. 3103 / Public Law 97-412 
An act to amend section 1304(e) of title 5, 
United States Code. 


S.J. Res. 270 / Public Law 97-413 
A joint resolution to designate 1983 as the 
“Bicentennial of Air and Space Flight”. 


H.R. 2520 / Private Law 97-47 
An act for the relief of Emanuel F. Len- 
kersdorf. 


S. 717 / Private Law 97-48 

An act for the relief of Carole Joy Maxfield- 
Raynor and Bruce Sherlock Maxfield- 
Raynor, wife end husband, and their chil- 
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Acts Approved—Continued 
Approved January 3—Continued 


dren Charlton Bruce Maxfield-Raynor and 
Maxine Anne Maxfield-Raynor. 


S. 835 / Private Law 97-49 
An act for the relief of Jerry L. Crow and 
Ralph D. and Connie V. Hubbell. 


S. 1364 / Private Law 97-50 
An act for the relief of Jose Ramon Beltron 
Aivenda Ostler. 


S. 1838 / Private Law 97-51 
An act for the relief of Cesar Noel Jump. 


Approved January 4 


H.R. 5238 / Public Law 97-414 
Orphan Drug Act 


H.R. 2330 / Public Law 97-415 

An act to authorize appropriations to the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission in accord- 
ance with section 261 of the Atomic Energy 


Act of 1954, as amended, and section 305 of 


the Energy Reorganization Act of 1974, as 
amended, and for other purposes. 


H.R. 6120 / Public Law 97-416 

An act to reauthorize the Deep Seabed 
Hard Mineral Resources Act for fiscal years 
1983 and 1984. 


H.R. 6804 / Public Law 97-417 

An act to provide subsistence allowances for 
members of the Coast Guard officer candi- 
date program, and for other purposes. 


H.R. 6254 / Public Law 97-418 

An act to amend title 3, United States 
Code, to clarify the function of the United 
States Secret Service Uniformed Division 
with respect to certain foreign diplomatic 
missions in the United States, and for other 
purposes. 


Acts Approved—Continued 
Approved January 4—Continued 


S.J. Res. 258 / Public Law 97-419 

A joint resolution to authorize and request 
the President to designate the month of 
December 1982 as “National Closed-Cap- 
tioned Television Month”. 


H.J. Res. 619 / Public Law 97-420 

A joint resolution designating January 17, 
1983, as “Public Employees’ Appreciation 
Day”. 


H.J. Res. 630 / Public Law 97-421 

A joint resolution to commemorate the one 
hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the 
founding of Greene County, Missouri. 


H.R. 7420 / Public Law 97-422 

An act to name the fish hatchery at the 
Warm Springs Dam component of the Rus- 
sian River, Dry Creek, California project as 
the Don H. Clausen Fish Hatchery. 


H.R. 7406 / Public Law 97-423 

An act to designate a certain Federal build- 
ing in Springfield, Illinois the “Paul Findley 
Building”. 


H.R. 2481 / Private Law 97-52 
An act for the relief of Cynthia Gambon 
Rabena. 


Approved January 6 
H.R. 621! / Public Law 97-424 


Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 
1982. 


H.R. 4746 / Private Law 97-53 
An act for the relief of Kin Chi Eng Sims. 


H.R. 5633 / Private Law 97-54 
An act for the relief of Dana Braford Bar- 
etto. 


Approved January 7 


H.R. 3809 / Public Law 97-425 
Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982. 








After 5 days return to 


United States 
Government 
Printing Office 
SUPERINTENDENT 

OF DOCUMENTS 
Washington, D.C. 20402 


OFFICIAL BUSINESS 
Penalty for private use, $300 


K 3DG 


6&3 


a 
wu 
+ 
> | 
So 
>) 
a] 
wu 
> 
oo 
2 
a 
=) 
a 
oD 


” 
= 
«ad 
mm OD 
LZ 
7 ~ 
rw 
> es) 
mom i 
zw 
oO 
> a 
~- a 
— 
yiwn 
oe 4 
oi 4 
> 
“= of 
Zw 
eo es) 


3 
< 
= 
of 
nD 
‘ 
ee 
~ 
ps 
~ 
x 
oO 
2 
° 
°o 
7“ 


x 
© 
QD 
is 
_ 
y 4 
2 
dq 


Postage and Fees Paid 
U.S. Government Printing Office 
375 


THIRD-CLASS BULK 








